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Errata  
NBC Universal Evolution Plan Environmental 
Impact Report 

This document provides minor revisions to the NBC Universal Evolution Plan 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (City of Los Angeles EIR No. ENV-2007-0254-EIR, 
State Clearinghouse No. 2007071036).  Revisions to the EIR are presented below with 
deletions presented as strikethrough and additional language presented in underline. 

A. Section II, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR, Section V.F, Table 209  
Summary of Comparative Impacts: Proposed Project and Alternative 1 through 
Alternative 6 and Alternative 10, page 334, Air Quality Impact Area is revised as 
follows:   

Air Quality 

Construction  [To Be Provided}  Significant 

Operation [To Be Provided}  Significant 

 

B. Section V.K, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR, Section V.J,3.(b), 
Alternative 10:  No Residential Alternative, Issue by Issue Comparison to Proposed 
Project, Physical Land Use, page 349, is revised as follows:     

With regard to the existing Back Lot Area, Alternative 10 would not develop 
any of the residential, neighborhood retail and community-serving commercial uses 
that the proposed Project would develop. Instead, Alternative 10 would develop 
additional Studio Office uses in the northeastern portion of the Project Site and 
Studio uses in the existing County portion of the existing Back Lot Area. In addition, 
no permanent structures or parking facilities would be permitted within 100 feet of the 
majority of the eastern property boundary that abuts the Hollywood Manor (Blair 
Drive) community.  See Figure 231 227 on page 346 340. In sum, as compared to 
the proposed Project, Alternative 10 would include substantially less development 
within the existing Back Lot Area. Therefore, impacts with regard to physical land use 
under Alternative 10 would be less than significant, and further reduce the less than 
significant impacts of the proposed Project.  
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C. Section V.K, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR, Section V.J,3.(d), 
Alternative 10:  No Residential Alternative, Issue by Issue Comparison to Proposed 
Project, Visual Qualities, page 354, second paragraph is revised as follows:     

From those geographic areas close to and with views oriented towards the 
Back Lot Area, potential visual character impacts could occur from development 
within the Back Lot Area under Alternative 10. However, as with the proposed 
Project this impact is less than significant as not all three criteria (e.g., prominence, 
contrast, and coverage) would be significantly impacted. Though new Studio and 
Studio Office uses would occur within the existing Back Lot Area under Alternative 
10, this alternative’s removal of the residential, neighborhood retail and community-
serving commercial uses and inclusion of the 100-foot setback would result in 
potential visual impacts that would be less than those of the proposed Project. In 
addition, similar to the proposed Project, the coverage of a prominent view resource 
would not occur for those vantage points with views in a northerly direction towards 
the Verdugo Mountains and San Fernando Valley or in a westerly direction towards 
the Cahuenga Pass West areas. Thus, view impacts under Alternative 10 would be 
less than significant, and further reduce the less than significant impacts of the 
proposed Project. 

D. Section V.K, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR, Section V.J , Alternative 
10:  No Residential Alternative, Table 300, Summary of Comparative Impacts: 
Proposed Project and Alternative 10, is revised as follows:  

Table 300 

Summary of Comparative Impacts: Proposed Project and Alternative 10 

Impact Area Project 
Alternative 10: No Residential 

Alternative 

Land Use 

Land Use Plans Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Physical Land Use Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Traffic/Access 
Traffic Circulation 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Operation 

Site Access Significant 
Significant 

Less 

Neighborhood Intrusion Significant 
Significant 

Less 

Roadways and Freeways Significant Significant 
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Impact Area Project 
Alternative 10: No Residential 

Alternative 

Less 

Congestion Management Plan Significant 
Less than Significant Significant  

Less 

Parking 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Noise 
Construction 

Construction & Demolition Significant 
Significant 

Similar 

Haul Trips Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Vibration Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Operation 

On-Site Sources Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Off-Site Roadway Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Visual Qualities 
Visual Qualities 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar Less 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Light and Glare 

Natural Light 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Artificial Light 

Construction 
Less than Significant Less than Significant 

Less 

Operation 
Less than Significant Less than Significant 

Less 

Glare 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 
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Impact Area Project 
Alternative 10: No Residential 

Alternative 

Geotechnical Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Water Resources 

Drainage Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Surface Water Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Ground Water Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Air Quality 

Construction Significant 
Significant 

Less 

Operation Significant 
Significant 

Less 

Biota Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Cultural Resources 

Historical Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Archaeological Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Paleontological Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Public Services 
Fire 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Operation 

City Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

County Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Sheriff/Police 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Operation 

City Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

County Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Schools   

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 
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Impact Area Project 
Alternative 10: No Residential 

Alternative 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Parks and Recreation   

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Operation   

City Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Greater 

County Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Libraries 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Operation 

City Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

County Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Greater 

Utilities 
Sewer 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Water 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar Less 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Solid Waste 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Operation 

Landfill Capacity Significant 
Significant 

Less 

Solid Waste Plan Consistency Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Electricity 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar Less 

Operation 

City Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 
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Impact Area Project 
Alternative 10: No Residential 

Alternative 

County Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Greater 

Natural Gas 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Environmental Safety 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Employment, Population and Housing 
Employment 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Greater 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Greater 

Population 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less 

Housing 

Construction Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Similar 

Operation Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Greater 

Climate Change Less than Significant 
Less than Significant 

Less Similar 

 

E. Section III.D.1, Responses to Comments, Written Letters, of the Final EIR, 
Comment Letter No. 280, Comment No. 280-6, page 3302 is revised as follows: 

Comment No. 280-6 

The Board of Directors of Hollywood Knolls Community Club (HKCC) thanks you, 
the City of Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles for the opportunity to 
respond in writing to the proposed NBC Universal Evolution Plan Draft 
Environmental Impact Report. HKCC is the residents’ association covering close to 
800 homes in the Hollywood Knolls, Hollywood Manor and Lakeridge Estates. Our 
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physical proximity to the proposed project makes us especially concerned with all 
aspects of it. 

As Board President, I’ve asked representatives of all three neighborhoods to 
respond with comments, questions and concerns that are specific to their 
neighborhoods. Therefore, two individual sections: Hollywood Knolls/Lakeridge 
Estates and Hollywood Manor, follow below. While there are certainly areas of 
overlap and redundancy between the two sections, our concerns are major enough 
to warrant repeating some of them more than once. 

Response to Comment No. 280-6 

Additionally, as a member of the Communities United for Smart Growth (CUSG) 
organization, the HKCC would like to go on record as fully supporting the comments 
and questions submitted by CUSG included in their submitted response to the DEIR. 
Further this organization reserves all rights to comment and provide additional 
relevant information at some future date, without reservation and as allowed us by 
all past, present and future administrative processes. 

F. Section III.D.1, Responses to Comments, Written Letters, of the Final EIR, 
Comment Letter No. 280, Comment No. 280-6, page 3310 is revised as follows: 

If the residential component is approved, how can we make sure that when 
the Entitlements are sold, the developer will not amend the plans for 
maximum financial benefit? 

Response to Comment No. 280-6 

This comment incorporates the comment letter submitted by the 
Hollywood Knolls Community Club, dated February 4, 2011, which is included 
as Comment Letter No. 50 in this Final EIR. Please refer to Comment Letter 
No. 50 and responses thereto. The comment is noted and has been 
incorporated into the Final EIR for review and consideration by the decision-
makers prior to any action on the Project. 

G. Section III.D.1, Responses to Comments, Written Letters, of the Final EIR, add the 
following after Comment No. CC56 , page 3840: 

Comment Letter No. CC57 

David Zollman 
10433 Valley Spring Ln. 
Toluca Lake, CA 91602 
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Comment No. CC57-1 

I support reasonable “evolution”, however a revolution in our community is 
unacceptable. Noise levels & traffic are difficult now, what will they be after the 
“evolution”?? 

Response to Comment No. CC57-1 

The comment is noted and has been incorporated into the Final EIR for 
review and consideration by the decision-makers prior to any action on the Project. 
The Project’s potential traffic and noise impacts were thoroughly analyzed, as 
detailed in Section IV.B.1, Traffic/Access – Traffic/Circulation, and Section IV.C, 
Noise, of the Draft EIR. The commenter is referred to those sections for a detailed 
discussion of the potential impacts as well as proposed project design features and 
mitigation measures. 

An extensive series of project design features and mitigation measures have 
been identified to address the Project’s significant traffic impacts. While these 
measures would substantially reduce the Project’s impacts, as discussed on pages 
690–694 of the Draft EIR, with implementation of the project design features and 
identified mitigation measures, significant and unavoidable traffic impacts would 
remain. No additional feasible mitigation measures have been identified to reduce 
these impacts. The commenter is referred to Section IV.B.1, Traffic/Access – 
Traffic/Circulation, of the Draft EIR for further information. 

With regard to noise, the Draft EIR provides a comprehensive analysis of 
both potential daytime and nighttime noise impacts resulting from the Project’s 
operation (see Section IV.C, Noise, pages 998–1019). As noted on Tables 69 and 
70 of the Draft EIR, the Project’s operational noise would result in less than 
significant impacts during both daytime and nighttime hours. 

With regard to construction noise impacts, the Draft EIR analyzed various 
potential construction scenarios, and the modeling was conducted to determine the 
potential construction noise impacts at all 47 receptor locations during the noisiest 
construction phase. Pages 998–1010 of Section IV.C, Noise, of the Draft EIR 
summarize the construction impacts under all potential construction scenarios, 
including construction in the Studio, Entertainment, and Business Areas; 
construction in the Mixed-Use Residential Area assuming both single-phase and 
multi-phase horizontal construction activities; and a composite construction scenario 
in which construction occurs throughout the Project Site at the same time. With 
regard to nighttime noise resulting from construction activities, the analysis found 
that noise levels may exceed nighttime noise standards at certain locations without 
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any mitigation measures implemented. However, it is important to note that the Draft 
EIR proposes several construction mitigation measures for general construction 
activities, as well as mitigation measures specifically designed to generally reduce 
nighttime construction noise to less than significant levels for the construction 
scenarios. For example, Mitigation Measure C-2 prohibits nighttime construction and 
grading activities, except for under limited circumstances. As noted on page 1036 of 
the Draft EIR, because “these limited types of nighttime construction activities would 
have the potential to exceed the established significance thresholds, the Draft EIR 
recognizes that a significant impact could occur. It is important to note that while a 
significant impact could result under these limited circumstances, the likelihood that 
these circumstances would actually occur is limited, and when they do occur, the 
extent of this significant impact would be limited in duration.”   

H. Appendix FEIR-2, Analysis In Response To Judicial Opinion Regarding Sunnyvale 
West Neighborhood Association v. City of Sunnyvale City Council, of the Final EIR, 
replace the Climate Change Technical Report attached thereto with the 
Supplemental Localized Carbon Monoxide Analysis for the NBC Universal Evolution 
Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report, dated July 5, 2012, prepared by ENVIRON 
International Corporation, attached hereto.   

I. Appendix FEIR-7, Supplemental Assessment of Environmental Noise, NBC 
Universal Evolution Plan, Supplemental Noise Study – Technical Report, Forest 
Lawn Drive, dated April 2012, prepared by Veneklasen Associates, Inc., replace with 
the correct version attached hereto.  

J. Appendix FEIR-12, Climate Change Technical Report, NBCU Universal Evolution 
Plan, dated June 2012, prepared by ENVIRON International Corporation, replace 
with the correct version attached hereto.   

 

The above revisions reflect minor modifications to the EIR and do not change any of 
the impact conclusions reached in the EIR. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The City of Los Angeles has released a Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the proposed NBC 
Universal Evolution Plan. The Draft EIR included an analysis of the impacts of construction noise, including noise 
generated by haul truck trips traveling along haul routes, on noise sensitive uses as defined by the L.A. CEQA 
Thresholds Guide in the vicinity of the proposed Project. The Draft EIR did not include an analysis of impacts on 
Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property because the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide does not identify this 
type of facility as a noise sensitive use. 
 
As stated in the Draft EIR, the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide designates the following as noise sensitive uses:  
“residences, transient lodgings, schools, libraries, churches, hospitals, nursing homes, auditoriums, concert halls, 
amphitheaters, playgrounds, and parks.”  Cemeteries and memorial parks are not identified as noise sensitive uses 
by the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide.  Therefore, Project construction noise impacts on the Forest Lawn Memorial 
Park Association property would not be considered significant. 
 
In response to a comment to the Draft EIR, the following supplemental noise study was completed to analyze 
potential construction noise impacts on the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property. This supplemental 
analysis is provided for informational purposes only since the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property is 
not a noise sensitive use as defined by the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide.  However, following the approach taken for 
the Draft EIR, the thresholds for noise sensitive uses were applied to the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association 
property, and the following is an analysis of the potential construction hauling noise impacts on the Forest Lawn 
Memorial Park Association property that could result from development of the NBC Universal Evolution Plan. 
 
Similar to the analysis in the Draft EIR, this supplemental analysis considers temporary noise impacts along the 
Forest Lawn Drive construction hauling route for the following conditions: 
 

 Studio, Entertainment & Business (SEB) Area Construction ‐ Only 

 Universal Mixed‐Use (UMU) Residential Construction ‐ Only 

 Composite (SEB & UMU) Construction 

 Cumulative (SEB, UMU & Off‐Site Related Projects) Construction 
 
The supplemental noise analysis consisted of ambient noise monitoring and traffic noise modeling according to the 
means established by the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) Traffic Noise Model (TNM).  

The ambient noise monitoring consisted of three (3) representative locations along Forest Lawn Drive adjacent to 
the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property and each  location was monitored  for 24 continuous hours. 
The noise  levels are reported  in the same fashion as  in the Draft EIR, whereby the Equivalent Continuous Sound 
Level (Leq) acoustical metric between the hours of 7 a.m. to 7 p.m. is reported. 

The  noise modeling  utilized  the  calculation methods  of  the  TNM  computer model.  The model  considered  the 
typical  traffic  flow  conditions documented  in  the EIR1 as well as  the  ‘‘Peak”  construction haul  truck  trips along 
Forest Lawn Drive.  

INTRODUCTION 

The Applicant has proposed the NBC Universal Evolution Plan,  to be developed at  the Applicant’s Universal City 
property.   The Project  includes development  in  the Entertainment, Studio, Business, and Mixed‐Use Residential 
Areas of the Project Site, as described in Section II, Project Description, of the Draft EIR.  The Draft EIR considered 
construction  haul  routes  along  Lankershim  Boulevard,  Forest  Lawn Drive,  and  Buddy Holly Drive.  This  analysis 

                                                 
1 Table 29 Existing Daytime Hourly Traffic Conditions 
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considers the potential noise  impacts on the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property along Forest Lawn 
Drive only, as noise from hauling activities on the Lankershim Boulevard and Buddy Holly Drive would attenuate 
due  to  distance  and  intervening  barriers  and would not  be  audible  at  Forest  Lawn Memorial  Park Association 
property.   

The Project Site is bounded by the Los Angeles River Flood Control Channel to the north, the Hollywood Freeway to 
the south, Barham Boulevard and residences to the east, and Lankershim Boulevard and the Universal City Metro 
Red Line Station to the west.  Forest Lawn Drive commences north of the Oakwood Garden Apartments at Barham 
Boulevard and continues eastbound  to  the  (CA‐134) Ventura Freeway. Forest Lawn Drive  is bounded by  the Los 
Angeles River Flood Control Channel to the north and by the Santa Monica Mountains, Forest Lawn Memorial Park 
and Mount Sinai Memorial Park cemeteries, and Griffith Park lands to the south.  

The Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property could experience  increased noise  levels  from construction 
related activities, limited to construction haul truck trip noise. Construction activity related noise occurring within 
the Project Site would not be audible over ambient noise  levels as  the Forest  Lawn Memorial Park Association 
property  is  located  at  relatively  far  distances  (i.e.,  approximately  3,200  feet  from  the  Forest  Lawn  Drive  and 
Barham Boulevard intersection to the western‐most property line of Forest Lawn cemetery) and the Santa Monica 
Mountains provide an effective natural noise barrier.   

The  Forest  Lawn Memorial Park Association property  is  a  cemetery/mortuary  facility  located  in  the City of  Los 
Angeles.    The  L.A.  CEQA  Thresholds  Guide  identifies  noise  sensitive  uses  as:  “residences,  transient  lodgings, 
schools, libraries, churches, hospitals, nursing homes, auditoriums, concert halls, amphitheaters, playgrounds, and 
parks.”  Cemeteries  are  not  identified  as  noise  sensitive  uses,  so  the  Project  noise  analysis  focused  on  noise 
sensitive uses, such as the Rancho Neighborhood.  Therefore, pursuant to the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, the NBC 
Universal Evolution Plan’s construction and haul truck trip noise impacts would not be considered significant with 
respect  to  the  Forest  Lawn Memorial  Park  Association  property.2  However,  the  Forest  Lawn Memorial  Park 
Association submitted a comment letter on the Draft EIR for the NBC Universal Evolution Plan asserting that noise 
from hauling operations associated with the NBC Universal Evolution Plan would have significant  impacts on the 
Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property.  For purposes of the analysis contained herein, the thresholds for 
noise sensitive uses were applied to the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property, and the following is an 
analysis of  the Project’s potential construction haul  truck  trip noise  impacts on  the Forest Lawn Memorial Park 
Association property. 

NOISE SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLD 

For informational purposes and consistent with the analysis presented in the Draft EIR, a significant impact would 
result if the Project or cumulative noise impacts associated with hauling activities exceeds the minimum ambient 
Leq between the hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. by more than 5 dB.  

SITE CONDITIONS 
 

A) Existing Ambient 
 
As defined by the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property is not 
considered to be a noise sensitive use. Therefore, the noise monitoring conducted for the Draft EIR did 
not  include the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property.  In order to conduct this supplemental 
analysis, additional monitoring was conducted.  

                                                 
2 Similarly, Section IV.I of the Draft EIR for the Forest Lawn Memorial Park – Hollywood Hills Master Plan, 
February 2011, does not consider such uses to be noise sensitive pursuant to the L.A CEQA Thresholds Guide. 
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Ambient noise monitoring was performed along Forest Lawn Drive at three  (3) representative  locations 
adjacent  to  the Forest  Lawn Memorial Park Association property. The  field monitoring  commenced on 
May 23, 2011 and ended on May 25, 2011 where a  continuous 24‐hour data  set was acquired  for  the 
receptor  locations  along  Forest  Lawn Drive. The equipment used  for  the monitoring, presented  in  the 
Appendix,  consisted  of  an American National  Standard  Institute  (ANSI)  S1.4  type  1  sound  level meter 
manufactured by Brüel & Kjaer model 2260. The three  locations are considered to be representative of 
the  Forest  Lawn Memorial Park Association property as  the  locations are adjacent  to  the  construction 
hauling  route  for  the  NBC  Universal  Evolution  Plan  with  respect  to  the  Forest  Lawn Memorial  Park 
Association property. The receptor locations are shown in Figure 1 and are:  

 

 FL‐1: At the west end of Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property (GPS 34° 08’ 50.7” N, 118° 
19’ 52 W) 

 FL‐2: East of the intersection of Forest Lawn and Memorial Drives (GPS 34° 09’ 3.5” N, 118° 19’ 37.8” 
W) 

 FL‐3: Intersection of Forest Lawn Drive and Greenwood Way (GPS 34° 09’ 10.5” N, 118° 19’ 23.7 W) 
 

Figure 1. Monitoring Locations 

 
 
The noise data,  shown  in Table 1, presents  the values  in A‐weighted decibels  (dBA)  for  the Equivalent 
Continuous Noise Level (Leq) metric for the lowest measured hourly level between the hours of 7 a.m. to 7 
p.m. Since the hourly noise level changes throughout the day (hour to hour), the lowest measured hourly 
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level (between 7 a.m. and 7 p.m.) was utilized as the ambient noise level at each receptor location for the 
purposes of the threshold. Since the threshold of significance relates to whether there  is an  increase  in 
the ambient Leq by more than 5 dB, using the  lowest measured hourly ambient  level results  in the most 
conservative  threshold  for purposes of  this analysis.. Details of  the measured data are  included  in  the 
Appendix.   
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Table 1  Existing Lowest Measured Leq Levels  

at Monitored Forest Lawn Drive Receptor Locations 

Community 
Receptor Location

Designated 
Descriptor 

Lowest Measured 
7 a.m. – 7 p.m. 

Leq 
(dBA) 

Forest Lawn 
FL-1 72.1 
FL-2 72.1 
FL-3 74.6 

B) Noise Sources 
 
There are various types of noise sources that impact the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property. 
The  following noise  sources  represent  the existing acoustical environment observed along Forest  Lawn 
Drive. 
 
1) Traffic Noise – Forest Lawn Drive 

 
Vehicular noise along Forest  Lawn drive occurs on a  regular basis. The  traffic  flow  is  typically  free 
flowing. 
 

2) Traffic Noise – CA 134 
 
Vehicular noise along the CA‐134 Freeway is constant with free flow conditions during noise non‐rush 
hour traffic conditions.  
 

3) Aerial Fly‐Overs 
 
Aircraft  (airplane  &  helicopters)  routinely  fly  over  the  Forest  Lawn  Memorial  Park  Association 
property and the general area. 
 

4) Maintenance/Operations – Forest Lawn Memorial Association property 
 

Noise  sources  include  general  gardening  (i.e.,  lawn  mowers,  etc.),  visiting  vehicular  traffic,  and 
funeral processions. 
  

5) Construction Noise  
 
Specifically at FL‐3, construction related noise due to the Department of Water and Power’s  (DWP) 
underground reservoir project. 

 
 
NOISE MODELING 
 
The California Department of Transportation published  TeNS  “Technical Noise  Supplement”  in October of 1998  to 
define how  to predict  traffic noise  for projects  in California.    Section N‐5520  requires  that  any  traffic noise  study 
conducted  after  March  30,  2000,  utilize  the  calculation  methods  used  by  FHWA  Traffic  Noise  Model  (TNM).  
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Construction haul  truck  trips along Forest Lawn Drive were modeled with  the Federal Highway Administration’s 
(FHWA) Traffic Noise Model (TNM). Details of the noise model’s validation were presented in the EIR.3  
 
The modeling considers many factors that influence the affects of noise. One of these is the decay rate of noise. A 
point source (i.e.,  loudspeaker) typically has a decay rate of 6 decibels (dB) per doubling of distance, while a  line 
source  (i.e.,  constant  traffic) would have a decay  rate of 3 dB per doubling of distance  in  free  field  conditions, 
where  no  obstructions  are  present.  These  decay  rates may  vary  depending  on  the  surface  between  the  noise 
source and receiving location. If the ground is hard (i.e., asphalt) the decay will likely remain the same, but should 
the  ground be  soft  (i.e.,  dirt,  grassy)  then  the decay  rate may  increase  by  as much  as  1.5 dB per  doubling  of 
distance.  The modeling will consider other variables which consist of: 
 

 Obstructions ‐ berms, buildings, etc. that may provide shielding between the source and receptor; 

 Topography changes (i.e., inclines, declines) along the roadway; 

 Vehicle mixture – percentage of light duty automobiles, trucks, etc. and their respective roadway speeds; 
and 

 Vehicle flow – the traffic volume for the various classifications of vehicles. 
 
The supplemental noise modeling  incorporated the recommended mitigation measures  indicated  in Section  IV.C, 
Noise, of the Draft EIR, specifically Mitigation Measure C‐4, which would require a 15‐foot tall sound barrier that 
would extend 0.4 miles along Forest Lawn Drive if Project hauling would result in more than 78 haul trips per hour 
along Forest Lawn Drive. The sound barrier would provide appreciable attenuation to the Rancho Neighborhood 
within the City of Burbank as stated in the DEIR, but also could result in increased noise levels towards the Forest 
Lawn Memorial Park Association property due to the noise reflected from the barrier.   Thus, the  inclusion of the 
sound barrier in the supplemental noise modeling provides for a more conservative analysis. 
   
The Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property could experience  increased noise  levels  from construction 
hauling  noise.  Construction  activity  related  noise  occurring within  the  Project  Site would  not  be  audible  over 
ambient noise levels as the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property is located at a relatively far distance 
(i.e., approximately 3,200 feet from the Forest Lawn Drive and Barham Boulevard intersection to the western‐most 
property line of the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property) and the Santa Monica Mountains provide an 
effective natural noise barrier and are expected  to provide a minimum additional 10 dBA of attenuation versus 
distance alone. Therefore, this analysis only evaluates the noise resulting from construction haul truck trips along 
Forest Lawn Drive and not  the construction  related noise  that would occur at  the Project Site.   Based on  these 
factors,  the on‐site construction  from  the Project would not  impact  the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association 
property. 
   
The  noise modeling  was  analyzed  under  peak  construction  haul  truck  trips  along  Forest  Lawn  Drive  for  the 
following construction conditions: 

 Studio, Entertainment & Business (SEB) Area Construction ‐ Only 

 Universal Mixed‐Use (UMU) Residential Construction ‐ Only 

 Composite (SEB & UMU) Construction 

 Cumulative (SEB, UMU & Off‐Site Projects) Construction 

PROJECT IMPACTS 

The NBC Universal Evolution Plan Draft EIR considers construction within  the Mixed‐Use Residential Area under 
two  separate  scenarios, whereas  construction within  the  balance  of  the  Project  Site was  analyzed  in  a  single 
scenario.   The haul  routes evaluated  in  the Draft EIR were along Lankershim Boulevard, Forest Lawn Drive, and 
Buddy Holly Drive. This  analysis  considers  the potential  impacts  to  the  Forest  Lawn Memorial Park Association 

                                                 
3 See NBC Universal Evolution Plan Draft EIR Volume 3, section IV.C.3.a.4 
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property  resulting  from  construction  haul  truck  trips  along  Forest  Lawn  Drive.    As  described  in  Section  IV.B, 
Traffic/Access – Traffic/Circulation, of  the Draft EIR, construction grading and associated haul  truck  trips will be 
limited  to  the hours of 7 a.m.  to 7 p.m.4   This analysis evaluated  the scenarios under peak construction hauling 
conditions. In the first scenario, the “Studio, Entertainment and Business Areas”, peak construction haul truck trips 
will generate 43 trips per hour. In the second scenario, the “Mixed‐Use Residential Area”, peak construction haul 
truck trips will generate 89 trips per hour.  As stated  in the Draft EIR, the maximum number of hourly haul truck 
trips on Forest Lawn Drive, due  to  the concurrent development of  the  two development areas, under  the most 
conservative  of  assumptions  (i.e.,  all  haul  truck  trips  on  Forest  Lawn  Drive,  peak  Studio,  Entertainment  and 
Business areas hauling and Mixed‐Use Residential Area hauling are occurring concurrently) is 132 trips per hour (43 
trips and 89 trips, respectively).  
 
It is also important to note, as discussed above, that the noise modeling presented in the following analyses 
incorporates the 15‐foot tall sound barrier which would be required by Mitigation Measure C‐4 in Section IV.C, 
Noise, of the Draft EIR if Project hauling would result in more than 78 haul trips per hour along Forest Lawn Drive.  
In terms of the three receptor locations analyzed in this report, the sound barrier would be located opposite 
location FL‐2, but would not extend to be opposite or near locations FL‐1 and FL‐3.  As a result, the noise 
environment at location FL‐2 would also be affected by reflected noise from the sound barrier, a condition that 
would not occur at locations FL‐1 or FL‐3.  For this reason, forecasted noise levels at location FL‐2 are relatively 
higher than they are at locations FL‐1 and FL‐2 across the following analyses (see Tables 2 through 5). 
 

A) Studio, Entertainment and Business Area Development 
 
Table 2 presents the results of the modeling for hauling from the Studio, Entertainment and Business Area 
only.  The greatest increase occurs at receptor location FL‐2, with an increase of 2.2 dBA. As a result of the 
construction at  the Studio, Entertainment and Business Area, hauling would have  impacts  that are not 
considered significant since the increases in noise levels are below the 5 dBA threshold. 
 

 Table 2 Construction Hauling ‐ Studio, Entertainment, and Business Areas 
Maximum Flow Conditions (Leq) 

Designated 
Descriptor 

Existing Daytime 
(7 a.m. to 7 p.m.) 
Hourly  Traffic 
Conditions 
Leq (dBA)  

Hauling along Forest Lawn Drive 

Universal Studios 
Construction Scenario 

Incremental Change Due 
to Construction Hauling 

Leq (dBA)  Leq (dBA) 

FL-1 72.1 72.9 0.8 
FL-2 72.1 74.3 2.2 
FL-3 74.6 75.2 0.6 

 
B) Mixed‐Use Residential Development 

 
Table 3 presents  the results of  the modeling  for  the hauling  from  the Mixed‐Use Residential Area only. 
Based on the proposed development, more construction haul truck trips are anticipated for this scenario 
than for the Studio, Entertainment and Business Area development only. The modeling indicated that the 
greatest increase in noise levels occurs at FL‐2 and is 3.9 dBA for construction haul truck trips. As a result 
of  the construction haul truck  trips  for the Mixed‐Use Residential Area, the  impacts are not considered 
significant since the increases in noise levels are below the 5 dBA threshold. 

                                                 
4 See NBC Universal Evolution Plan Volume 2, section IV.B.I.3.d.4.b.i 
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Table 3 Construction Hauling –Mixed‐Use Residential Area 

Maximum Flow Conditions (Leq) 

Designated 
Descriptor 

Existing Daytime 
(7 a.m. to 7 p.m.) 
Hourly  Traffic 
Conditions 
Leq (dBA) 

Hauling along Forest Lawn Drive 

Mixed‐Use Residential 
Construction Scenario 

Incremental Change Due 
to Construction Hauling 

Leq (dBA)  Leq (dBA) 

FL 1 72.1 73.3 1.2 
FL 2 72.1 76.0 3.9 
FL 3 74.6 76.0 1.4 

 
C) Composite Construction of Project’s Development 

 
The Project has  the potential  to have  concurrent  construction between  the Studio, Entertainment and 
Business Areas Development and the Mixed‐Use Residential Development. It is possible that hauling from 
the  two  development  areas  could  occur  simultaneously.  Therefore  an  analysis  of  the  potential  noise 
impact of concurrent construction haul  truck  trips  from  the  two development areas was completed.  In 
this particular scenario, the maximum construction hauling would be 132 trips per hour. 
 
Table 4 presents  the  results of  the modeling of  composite noise  for  the  case where  the  simultaneous 
hauling from the Studio, Entertainment and Business Areas and Mixed‐Use Residential Area occurs. The 
greatest  increase occurs at receptor  location of FL‐2, with an  increase of 4.8 dBA. The  increases on the 
other  two  receptor  locations  (FL‐1 &  FL‐3)  are  less  than 2 dBA  increase. As  a  result of  the  composite 
construction  hauling  scenario,  where  the  Studio,  Entertainment  and  Business  Areas  and  Mixed‐Use 
Residential Area are simultaneously under construction, since the increases in noise levels are below the 5 
dBA threshold, impacts related to construction hauling are less than significant. 

 
Table 4 Composite of Studio, Entertainment, and Business Areas and Mixed‐Use Residential Area 

Construction Hauling ‐ Maximum Flow Conditions (Leq) 

Designated 
Descriptor 

Existing Daytime 
(7 a.m. to 7 p.m.)  
Hourly  Traffic 
Conditions 
Leq (dBA) 

Hauling along Forest Lawn Drive 

Universal Studios 
Construction Scenario 

 Incremental Change Due 
to Construction Hauling 

Leq (dBA)  Leq (dBA) 

FL 1 72.1 73.5 1.4 
FL 2 72.1 76.9 4.8 
FL 3 74.6 76.5 1.9 

 
 
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 
 
In addition to analyzing the  impacts of the Project  itself  (Studio, Entertainment and Business Area and Universal 
Mixed‐Use Residential Development Areas), the Draft EIR also considered the cumulative impacts from the Project 
with off‐site related projects. This study has determined that there are two off‐site related projects that have the 
potential to combine for cumulative impacts due to construction haul truck trips along Forest Lawn Drive thereby 
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increasing noise levels at the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property. The two off‐site related projects are 
the Oakwood Garden Apartments Expansion project and the Forest Lawn Memorial Park – Hollywood Hills Master 
Plan project. 
 
At  the  time  the NBC Universal Evolution Plan Draft EIR was being developed,  the Oakwood Garden Apartment 
Expansion project was actively being pursued, but at the time this Supplemental Noise Study was being prepared 
there had been no formal applications or environmental analysis filed with the City of Los Angeles Department of 
City Planning. Although  it appears that this particular off‐site related project may no  longer be active, this study 
has  included  the  construction  haul  truck  trips  impacts  from  this  off‐site  related  project, which will  provide  a 
conservative estimate, for the cumulative analysis.  
 

A) Off‐site Related Projects – Construction Hauling Conditions 
 
As stated above, the Oakwood Garden Apartments has no  formal applications or analysis  filed with the 
Department of City Planning and consequently there is no available data that states the forecasted earth 
removal requirements or the number of haul truck trips that would utilize Forest Lawn Drive. The study 
has assumed, in the absence of independent data, the Oakwood Garden Expansion project would require 
a maximum (peak) 20 construction haul trips per hour and that the haul route would occur along Forest 
Lawn Drive.   
 
The other off‐site  related project  is  the  Forest  Lawn Memorial Park – Hollywood Hills Master Plan  for 
which  the City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning published a Draft EIR on February 10, 2011.  
Within that project’s Draft EIR, the following conditions have been determined: 
 

 The peak earth removal requirements will involve 38 construction hauling trips per hour; 

 The westernmost entrance to the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property would not be 
utilized; and  

 The  Forest  Lawn  Memorial  Park  ‐  Hollywood  Hills  Master  Plan  construction  hauling  would 
originate at and increase noise levels at the site itself. 

 
Based on the aforementioned information, cumulative construction hauling would generate 152 trips per 
hour at  receptor location FL‐1 (43 from Studio, Entertainment and Business Area Development; 89 from 
the  Mixed‐Use  Residential  Development;  20  from  Oakwood  Garden  Expansion),  as  the  construction 
hauling  from  the  Forest  Lawn Memorial  Park  –  Hollywood  Hills Master  Plan would  not  pass  by  this 
receptor  location.  Receptor  locations  FL‐2  &  FL‐3  would  be  passed  by  190  trips  per  hour,  with 
approximately  20  percent  of  those  trips  being  generated  by  the  Forest  Lawn  project  itself.    It  is  also 
important  to note  that under  the  cumulative  analysis,  Forest  Lawn’s own haul  trucks would  cross  the 
Forest Lawn site itself before entering/exiting Forest Lawn Drive. 
 

B) Off‐site Related Projects ‐ Analysis  
 
The analysis conducted for the Project as described above has been replicated with regard to cumulative 
conditions as well.    In the unlikely scenario that the Project (NBC Universal Evolution Plan) and the two 
off‐site related projects are under concurrent development and are all  in the earth removing stage, the 
noise increases from construction hauling may result in a significant impact to the Forest Lawn Memorial 
Park Association property utilizing the significance thresholds for a sensitive receptor.   Table 5 presents 
the results of the modeling of the concurrent related projects. The  increases  in noise  levels at receptor 
locations  FL‐1  &  FL‐3  are  1.5  dBA  and  2.5  dBA,  respectively, which  are  below  the  5  dBA  threshold; 
therefore, construction haul truck trip noise impacts would be less than significant at these locations. The 
greatest increase occurs at receptor location FL2, with an increase of 5.9 dBA.  
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Table 5 Cumulative Construction Hauling 

Maximum Flow Conditions, (Leq – Equivalent Sound Level) 

Designated 
Descriptor 

Existing Daytime 
(7 a.m. to 7 p.m.)  
Hourly  Traffic 
Conditions 
Leq (dBA) 

Hauling along Forest Lawn Drive 

Universal Studios 
Construction Scenario 

Incremental Change Due 
to Construction Hauling 

Leq (dBA)  Leq (dB) 

FL 1 72.1 73.6 1.5 
FL 2 72.1 78.0 5.9 
FL 3 74.6 77.1 2.5 

 
As a result of the cumulative construction hauling of  the Project and the  two specified related projects 
utilizing Forest  Lawn Drive as a  construction haul  route, an  increase  that exceeds  the 5 dBA  threshold 
would occur and would be a  significant  impact  if  the  L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide defined  the use as a 
noise sensitive use.    It  is  important to note that such potential noise  increases would only occur  if hauling 
from the related projects along or adjacent to Forest Lawn Drive is concurrent with the Project’s hauling, and 
if such concurrent hauling results  in more than 141 haul trips per hour. Construction haul truck trips of less 
than 141 per hour along Forest Lawn Drive would yield a noise level increase of less than 5 dBA. When these 
trips numbers  (141 per hour) are  compared against  the anticipated 190  trips per hour  for  the  cumulative 
construction, the likelihood that a 5 dBA noise level increase would occur is small since all three projects (the 
NBC Universal Evolution Plan, Oakwood Garden Expansion and Forest Lawn Memorial Park  ‐ Hollywood 
Hills Master Plan) would require concurrent peak construction conditions. The probability for this scenario 
occurring is further reduced, as the Los Angeles Department of Transportation would likely seek to avoid 
such a condition through the implementation of each project’s construction traffic plan. 
 
Although the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide does not consider this location to be a noise sensitive use, since the 
projected  noise  level  increase  exceeds  the  5  dBA  threshold  at  FL‐2  based  on  the  anticipated  cumulative 
construction  hauling,  the  extent  of  the  potential  impact  on  the  Forest  Lawn Memorial  Park  Association 
property was further analyzed.  Only a limited area would be impacted by a noise level increase of more than 
5 dBA within the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property and would extend only 10  feet  into the 
property (along Forest Lawn Drive between Memorial Drive and Mount Sinai Drive). This area is highlighted in 
red in Figure 1.   
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Figure 2. Noise Impact onto the Forest Lawn Memorial Cemetery 

 
 
 
The area that would be potentially impacted by the cumulative construction hauling is immediately adjacent to the 
Forest  Lawn  Drive  roadway,  and  the  noise  content  of  the  cumulative  construction  hauling  noise  would  be 
consistent with existing acoustic environment.  
 
The  cumulative  construction  hauling  impacts  on  the  Forest  Lawn  Memorial  Park  Association  property  are 
concluded to be less than significant for the following reasons: 1) this property is not a noise sensitive land use; 2) 
cumulative  noise  impacts  would  only  exceed  5  dBA  at  this  property  if  hourly  haul  trips  exceed  141  trips,  a 
condition  that  is  not  likely  to  occur  as  the  peak  haul  period  for  the  three  projects  would  have  to  happen 
concurrently; and 3) only a limited portion of this property within 10 feet of Forest Lawn Drive would experience 
noise  level  increases of 5 dBA or greater and only during concurrent peak hauling.   However, to provide further 
assurance noise from concurrent hauling of the Project and the two related projects will not  impact activities at 
the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property, the following additional mitigation is recommended: 

1) Prior to initiation of Project hauling along Forest Lawn Drive, the Applicant shall coordinate with the 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation to determine the number of haul truck trips scheduled to 
occur  along  Forest  Lawn Drive  at  that  time  in  connection with  the  Forest  Lawn Memorial  Park  – 
Hollywood Hills Master Plan and the Oakwood Garden Apartments expansion. 

2) The Applicant shall limit the Project’s haul truck trips such that cumulative haul truck trips on Forest 
Lawn Drive  from  the  Project,  Forest  Lawn Memorial  Park  – Hollywood Hills Master  Plan,  and  the 
Oakwood Garden Apartments expansion does not exceed 140 haul truck trips per hour. 
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3) At  such  time  as  the  haul  truck  trips  from  the  Forest  Lawn Memorial  Park Master  Plan  and  the 
Oakwood Garden Apartments expansion are reduced from the  level established at the time Project 
hauling  is  initiated,  the  Los  Angeles  Department  of  Transportation  may  allow  the  Applicant  to 
increase the Project’s haul truck trips up to a cumulative total of 140 haul trips per hour. 

 
The Draft EIR concluded that the cumulative noise increase due to construction hauling along Forest Lawn Drive 
could be as high as 6.9 dBA5 within the Rancho Neighborhood, while this supplemental study has concluded a 
noise increase of 5.9 dBA at the FL‐2 receptor location, but only if there is concurrent hauling among the proposed 
Project and the two off‐site related projects identified above.  The mitigation measure recommended above would 
assure that the noise levels from such concurrent hauling would be less than 5dBA.   
 
Despite the relatively greater distance from Forest Lawn Drive, 300 feet from the centerline of Forest Lawn Drive 
for the Rancho Neighborhood and 55 feet for the FL‐2 location, the Rancho Neighborhood would experience a 
noise level increase that is somewhat similar to the increase at FL‐2.  This is because the ambient noise levels at 
the Rancho Neighborhood are much lower (51 dBA) than they are at FL‐2 (72.1 dBA). Therefore, adding the new 
noise source has a greater effect on noise levels at the Rancho Neighborhood than at FL‐2. Also, the noise increase 
at FL‐2 also takes into account the reflection/attenuation of the sound barrier in Mitigation Measure C‐4 within the 
Draft EIR. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 

The NBC Universal Evolution Plan Project has  two development areas  (Studio, Entertainment and Business Area 
and Universal Mixed‐Use  Residential Development Area)  that would  utilize  Forest  Lawn Drive  for  construction 
hauling. The  forecasted earth  removal where construction hauling would be  required was analyzed during peak 
construction  conditions.  The  analysis  concluded  that  the  noise  impacts  on  the  Forest  Lawn  Memorial  Park 
Association property from construction hauling for the Studio, Entertainment and Business Areas and the Mixed‐
Use Residential Area would not be significant, since the increases would be below the 5 dBA threshold. The study 
considered the possibility of concurrent construction hauling from the two development areas from the Project. 
The analysis indicated that concurrent impacts would be less than significant as the increases above the ambient 
would be less than 5 dBA for the combined construction hauling conditions of both development areas.  
 
The study considered the cumulative effects of the Project and two off‐site related projects that would utilize the 
Forest Lawn Drive haul route and thereby potentially result  in a cumulative  impact to the Forest Lawn Memorial 
Park  Association  property.  The  analysis  took  a  conservative  approach  as  one  of  the  off‐site  related  projects 
considered was the Oakwood Garden Apartment Expansion, which has not submitted formal filings to the City of 
Los  Angeles  Department  of  City  Planning  and  does  not  appear  to  be  actively  pursued  at  this  time.  For  this 
particular off‐site related project, the analysis anticipated the peak need for construction hauling at the rate of 20 
trips per hour. The other off‐site related project identified was  the Forest Lawn Memorial Park – Hollywood Hills 
Master Plan, which according to the Draft EIR for that project published by the City of Los Angeles Department of 
City Planning in February 2011, would generate 38 haul trips per hour during peak conditions. The Draft EIR for the 
Forest  Lawn Memorial Park – Hollywood Hills Master Plan  stated  that  the westernmost entrance  to  the Forest 
Lawn Memorial Park Association property would not be utilized as an ingress/egress point for construction hauling. 
Thus, the analysis considered the maximum rate of 152 trips per hour at FL‐1 (Evolution Plan developments and 
the Oakwood Garden Apartments Expansion) and 190 trips per hour at FL‐2 & FL‐3 (Evolution Plan developments, 
Oakwood Garden Apartments Expansion and the Forest Lawn Memorial Park – Hollywood Hills Master Plan). The 
analysis determined  that cumulative noise  levels at FL‐2 receptor would  increase by 5.9 dBA above  the ambient 
noise  level,  which  would  exceed  the  5  dBA  threshold.  However,  the  threshold  would  only  be  exceeded  if 
cumulative construction hauling trips were to exceed 141 trips per hour. This number of cumulative trips would only 
be  exceeded  if  all  three  projects  engage  in  peak  hauling  at  the  same  time.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  Los Angeles 
Department  of  Transportation  would  limit  concurrent  hauling  through  the  implementation  of  each  project’s 
construction traffic management plan.  Also, the analysis revealed that even if peak construction hauling from all three 

                                                 
5 See NBC Universal Evolution Plan Draft EIR Volume 2, section IV.C, Table 73 
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projects were  to occur concurrently  ,  the  impact on  the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property would be 
limited to a depth of 10 feet within the property (along Forest Lawn Drive between Memorial Drive and Mount Sinai 
Drive).  Although the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property is not identified as a noise sensitive use, by 
the L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide, mitigation measures have been identified that would assure that the noise levels 
from concurrent hauling would be less than 5dBA. 
 
Noise impacts on the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Association property, including construction noise from hauling 
and cumulative construction hauling, would be less than significant. 
 
 
 
. 



 
Page 15 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX 
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Noise Monitoring Equipment 
  

Equipment  SERIAL NUMBER 

Brüel &Kjaer 2260 Unit #5    

Brüel & Kjaer 2260 Observer  2433562 

Brüel & Kjaer Pre‐Polarized Microphone type 4189  2386137 

Pre‐Amplifier ZC 0026  2567 

3‐inch Wind Screen  ‐‐ 

Power Cord  ‐‐ 

10‐foot Microphone Cable  ‐‐ 

Brüel & Kjaer Sound Analysis SoftWare BZ7219 V1.1  ‐‐ 

Brüel &Kjaer 2260 Unit #7    

Brüel & Kjaer 2260 Observer  2433564 

Brüel & Kjaer Pre‐Polarized Microphone type 4189  2589592 

Pre‐Amplifier ZC 0026  3709 

2‐inch Wind Screen  ‐‐ 

Power Cord  ‐‐ 

10‐foot Microphone Cable  ‐‐ 

Brüel & Kjaer Sound Analysis SoftWare BZ7219 V1.1  ‐‐ 

Brüel &Kjaer 2260 Unit #9    

Brüel & Kjaer 2260 Observer  2433567 

Brüel & Kjaer Pre‐Polarized Microphone type 4189  2199589 

Pre‐Amplifier ZC 0026  2142 

3‐inch Wind Screen  ‐‐ 

Power Cord  ‐‐ 

10‐foot Microphone Cable  ‐‐ 

Brüel & Kjaer Sound Analysis SoftWare BZ7219 V1.1  ‐‐ 

Brüel &Kjaer 2260 Unit #11    

Brüel & Kjaer 2260 Observer  2349999 

Brüel & Kjaer Pre‐Polarized Microphone type 4189  2440387 

Pre‐Amplifier ZC 0026  ‐‐ 

2‐inch Wind Screen  ‐‐ 

Power Cord  ‐‐ 

10‐foot Microphone Cable  ‐‐ 

Brüel & Kjaer Sound Analysis SoftWare BZ7219 V1.1  ‐‐ 



 
Page 17 

 

 

 

Measurement Data 

ID FL1 Forest Lawn         ID FL2 Forest Lawn       
23-25 May, 2011   23-25 May, 2011   

                                  

Hour Leq Lmax Lmin L1 L10 L50 L90 L99 Leq Lmax Lmin L1 L10 L50 L90 L99 
0 66 84 45 78 69 54 48 46 65 82 46 76 69 56 52 49
1 64 86 44 77 65 51 46 45 63 82 43 75 65 54 50 46
2 64 93 44 77 66 52 47 45 63 88 45 76 65 54 49 46
3 61 83 43 74 60 48 46 45 61 83 44 73 61 53 49 46
4 63 82 45 75 65 52 48 47 64 84 48 77 65 56 52 50
5 68 87 49 78 73 60 53 50 70 93 53 81 74 62 57 55
6 72 85 48 80 76 67 57 51 73 91 58 82 78 68 61 59
7 74 91 50 82 78 73 62 53 76 89 58 83 80 74 63 60
8 75 88 50 82 78 73 62 55 76 90 58 83 80 74 65 60
9 73 87 49 81 77 71 60 53 75 93 57 82 79 72 62 59
10 72 88 48 80 76 69 58 51 73 88 57 81 77 70 62 59
11 72 94 48 81 76 69 59 52 72 96 55 81 76 69 60 57
12 72 86 47 81 77 68 57 50 72 93 55 80 76 69 59 57
13 72 86 48 81 77 69 55 50 73 86 54 81 76 70 61 57
14 73 90 48 81 77 69 56 51 72 89 54 81 76 70 59 57
15 73 89 49 81 77 69 56 51 73 88 54 81 77 70 59 56
16 74 92 47 82 78 71 58 51 74 87 54 81 78 72 60 56
17 75 95 49 82 79 73 62 52 75 94 51 82 79 73 63 56
18 75 86 49 82 79 74 64 52 75 85 52 82 78 73 64 56
19 74 94 51 82 78 70 60 54 73 88 56 81 77 71 61 58
20 72 92 52 81 76 67 57 54 71 88 56 79 75 67 60 58
21 71 87 48 80 75 65 56 52 70 87 55 79 75 66 59 56
22 71 85 50 80 76 65 55 52 70 86 55 79 74 65 58 57
23 69 95 48 79 73 61 52 50 68 89 52 78 72 62 56 54
                                  

CNEL 76               76               
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Measurement Data 

ID FL3 Forest Lawn         
23-25 May, 
2011   

                  

Hour Leq Lmax Lmin L1 L10 L50 L90 L99 
0 67 89 47 79 70 57 53 50 
1 65 87 45 79 65 54 51 48 
2 66 93 45 79 66 55 50 47 
3 63 87 45 76 61 55 51 48 
4 66 85 48 79 66 57 53 50 
5 72 94 52 83 76 63 58 55 
6 75 92 57 84 80 68 61 59 
7 78 91 58 85 82 75 64 60 
8 78 97 58 85 82 76 66 62 
9 77 94 56 84 81 73 63 59 
10 75 90 56 83 80 71 62 58 
11 75 93 55 83 79 71 62 58 
12 75 97 54 83 79 72 62 57 
13 75 89 54 83 79 72 61 57 
14 75 88 54 83 79 72 61 57 
15 75 88 52 83 79 71 60 56 
16 76 89 53 84 81 74 63 56 
17 77 95 51 84 81 75 64 57 
18 77 88 53 84 81 75 65 58 
19 76 92 51 84 80 72 62 56 
20 73 94 55 82 78 67 60 57 
21 72 88 54 82 77 66 59 56 
22 72 88 55 82 77 65 59 57 
23 70 90 52 81 74 62 57 54 
                  

CNEL 78               
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Errata No. 2 
NBC Universal Evolution Plan Environmental 
Impact Report 

The following provides one additional minor revision to the NBC Universal Evolution 
Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (City of Los Angeles EIR No. ENV-2007-0254-
EIR, State Clearinghouse No. 2007071036).  Revisions to the EIR are presented below 
with deletions presented as strikethrough and additional language presented in underline. 

A. Section II, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR, Section V.K, Environmentally 
Superior Alternative1, starting with the fourth paragraph on page 2432 and 
continuing through the end of page 2433 of the Draft EIR, are revised as follows: 

“However, CEQA requires that when the No Project Alternative is 
the environmentally superior alternative, another alternative needs to be 
selected as environmentally superior.  In accordance with this directive, 
the Reduced Intensity (Alternative 4) No Residential Alternative 
(Alternative 10) is selected as the environmentally superior alternative.   

This alternative was selected because it would reduce all of the 
Project’s significant impacts except noise (construction) without resulting 
in new significant impacts that do not occur under the proposed Project.  
This occurs as Alternative 4 would reduce the amount of development 
within the Project Site by 25 percent across all of the proposed Project’s 
land use categories 10 represents a significant reduction in the overall 
density of the proposed Project by eliminating the entire residential portion 
of the proposed Project while increasing the Studio Office and 
Entertainment uses of the proposed Project.  Even though most of the 
proposed Project’s significant impacts would be reduced under Alternative 

                                            

1 The analysis of the Environmentally Superior Alternative was presented as Section V.J. of the Draft EIR. 
Correction and Addition V.K as set forth in Section II, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR, added 
Section V.J, Alternative 10: No Residential Alternative to the Draft EIR, and changed the subsequent 
section heading from “Section V.J, Environmentally Superior Alternative” to “Section V.K, Environmentally 
Superior Alternative”. 
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4 10, they would not be sufficiently reduced to less than significant levels.  
As such, Alternative 4 10, as is the case with the proposed Project, would 
result in significant impacts with regard to traffic (operation), air quality, 
construction noise, and solid waste disposal.  While impacts for a number 
of issues would be reduced under Alternative 4 10, the reduced levels of 
development under this alternative also serve to reduce some of the 
beneficial effects of the proposed Project, particularly with regard to 
advancing key land use policies and the provision of new employment and 
housing in an existing urbanized area in proximity to multiple transit lines 
and major employment centers the provision of housing as well as 
advancing those land use policies that relate to housing.  However, 
Alternative 10 would implement other land use policies to a greater extent 
than the proposed Project.  Specifically, Alternative 10 would provide a 
greater level of commercial growth at a regional transportation hub than 
the proposed Project, and a greater expansion to the entertainment and 
tourism industries, which are key economic engines in Southern 
California.  In summary, Alternative 4 10 would not introduce additional 
significant environmental impacts, and in many cases would lessen the 
proposed Project’s overall impacts including as well as some of its 
beneficial impacts effects, while increasing other beneficial effects.   

Alternative 4 10 would meet most, but not all of the Project’s 
objectives, but to a lesser degree than what occurs under the proposed 
Project due to the overall decrease in the amount of development.  For 
example, the objectives for continuing the Project Site’s role in the 
entertainment industry and the enhancement of the Project Site as a 
media-oriented commercial district would be met under Alternative 4, but 
to a lesser degree given the reduced amount of studio and studio-related 
uses.  In addition, Alternative 4 would not promote the regional economy 
to as great an extent as the proposed Project by providing lower levels of 
office, studio, and entertainment uses.  With regard to the proposed 
residential development, as Alternative 4 would provide less housing than 
the Project, it would not meet the Project objective to maximize the overall 
amount of housing units on the Project Site to help meet regional housing 
needs consistent with the City and County General Plans and SCAG’s 
Regional Housing Needs Assessment due to the overall elimination of the 
proposed residential, neighborhood retail and community-serving 
commercial uses in the existing Back Lot Area.  For example, the 
objectives that would not be met include those that pertain to the proposed 
Project’s residential component such as locating residential development 
in proximity to an employment center, providing efficient and aesthetically 
attractive streets in the residential community, and creating a pedestrian 
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friendly mixed use community.  In addition, Alternative 10 would not 
provide a mixed-use community that fulfills adopted land use and 
transportation policies that ultimately decrease dependency on the 
automobile with resultant traffic, air quality, and noise benefits, nor create 
greater efficiencies in the utilization of infrastructure. 

Conversely, the objectives for the continuation of the Project Site’s 
role in the entertainment industry and the enhancement of the Project Site 
as a media-oriented commercial district would be met and increased 
under Alternative 10.  For instance, Alternative 10 would meet, to a 
greater extent than the proposed Project, the objectives to expand the 
entertainment industry and complementary uses at the Project Site as well 
as to maintain and enhance the Project Site’s role in the entertainment 
industry, and to continue the tradition of outdoor film and television 
production facilities uniquely integrated with the theme park and business 
uses within the Project Site.” 

 

 

 




